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I 

THE LAST GEONIM OF SURA 

By Jacob Mann, Baltimore. 

The importance of Sherira's Letter for the chronology 
of the Gaonic period becomes all the more evident when we 
miss its sure guidance. When Sherira wrote his well-known 
epistle to Kairowan in 987 c. E., the Sura school was 
defunct. 1 But not very long afterwards this ancient seat 
of learning reverted to its former function. Samuel b. Hofni 
became its Gaon, and still in the lifetime of Sherira an 
agreement was entered upon between the two Babylonian 
academies and their heads about the division of the donations 
from benefactors. 2 Samuel b. Hofni was a renowned scholar 
and shed new lustre on the school entrusted to his care. 
Beyond this the further vicissitudes of Sura have been 
entirely obscure. Hitherto Samuel b. Hofni was regarded 
as its last Gaon. Ibn Daud (Neubauer, I.e., 6y, 1. 9 ff.) 
even gave us the year of the Gaon's death, viz. four 
years before the demise of his great son-in-law Hai Gaon 
(1038 c. E.), hence in 1034 c. E. And this date has passed 
without challenge into every book of Jewish history. 

1 He writes (Neubauer, Mediaeval Jewish Chronicles, I, 40, 11. n-12) 

KiDno swim Nrwio nin s6 ^n nrai. 

! This is evident from Samuel's letter, printed by Margoliouth, JQR., 
XIV, 308 (cp. p. 621 and also my remarks in JQR., N. S., VIII, 362 f.), 
(read 3T1D) miC pi \X>Y1 1103 Dl^C nCJ» '3 *|K1 L 2, Hebrew text 
133 [flnnnn *3 (i. e. Hai) 133 pSU Din BW3 IrlB'DK DTO J1KJ tCtHV 

'01 nia-on i>3 '3 dtoi [i]iDB>3 Dwn 13^3 i3n3ii »n3 np*i. 

See also Poznafiski, Haggoren, VI, 44. 
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On the very surface it would seem rather strange that 
Hai, who himself reached a very advanced age 3 (having 
become Ab of the school already in 985 c. E.), should have 
outlived his father-in-law by only four years. But of course 
such reasoning would by itself carry no conviction. How- 
ever, by means of new Genizah data we are able to establish 
the facts that Samuel b. Hofni was succeeded in the Gaonate 
by Dosa, Sa'adya's son ; that the latter died towards the 
end of 1 01 7 c. E.; that the next Gaon of Sura was Israel 
Hakkohen, the son of Samuel b. Hofni ; that his successor 
in turn was 'Azaryah Hakkohen, probably a son of Israel ; 
and finally that the last president (as far as yet known) of 
the Sura academy was a certain Isaac Gaon. 

To begin with, a Damascus MS. of Sherira's Letter 
(Neubauer, /. c, I, 189, bottom) has an addition at the end 
of the epistle which gives first the dates of demise of both 
Sherira and Hai and then continues as follows, i33n« 1DB31 
^KIDC 1331N 133 1DQ31 ^5B> TS& 3K EHrO yfirJ 1331N J3 \TKT\ footf 
noi> rue l!?D3 snn w:n W> J1KJ pan. Accordingly Samuel 
b. Hofni died in Ab 1013 c.E., while his son (Israel) died on 
the eve of 5th of Kislev (1)345 Sel. (= Monday, October 
29th, T033 C.E.). There is no doubt that between 133 and 
1331N the word b& has fallen out, hence read '131 1331N bv 133. 4 
The correctness of these dates is established by internal 

s Ibn Daud {I.e., 66, 1. 4 from bottom) gives his age at his death as 
69 years. But the var. led. D*5T, 99, is more correct. 

* Ginzberg (Geonica, 1, 13, note, end) was on the right track in tentatively 
suggesting that in Neubauer, /. c, I, 189 (not 198 as printed there), Israel 
should be read instead of the second ' Samuel '. But there is really no need 
to change anything, but to supply PS? which is missing. (Poznariski, RMj., 
I.XIII, 318, in adhering to the date 1034 as that of Samuel's death-year 
rejects Ginzberg's suggestion). Who knows whether Ibn Daud was not 
confronted with the same text and thus transferred the date of demise of the 
son (Israel) to the father ^Samuel) ? 
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evidence which the Genizah fragments discussed here 

furnish. 

Dosa, Sa'adya's son, is designated a few times as Gaon. 

But as his time of activity as president of an academy 

could not hitherto be accommodated to the prevalent 

chronology of the period, his title was explained away as 

having been merely complimentary. 3 All doubts are now 

dissipated by T.-S. 10 J 27 10 (brownish paper, square 

writing, damaged and faded), being a letter from Hai Gaon 

to a Rosh Hasseder in Fustat, no doubt identical with 

Elhanan b. Shemarya (see about him, JQR., N. S., VIII, 

344). The address in Arabic (verso) is hardly legible. But 

in the middle there are clearly visible in Hebrew script the 

words J1N3 "Nil, in the same hand as recto. Moreover the 

whole epistle is in the same handwriting as another letter 

from this Gaon which we give farther on (p. 440). Thus 

Hai's authorship of this letter is subject to hardly any 

doubt. 

(recto) 

6 

rbbx bum niDn djo td *btt trin mdt »b , 3Nro -id: np (r) 

bw\ pN ;ni (2) jra -aa rrs nna*w naxna 3kij nxpa 

(3) iwi 'tsa nosta t^t" »b yaxna so 7 rn tbs [']dnb5»k 

nnsnyi »b njy dn.?n js? [npip '?« jy D? yanta ;d 

nnsNxi nw jd [']m*itM mi>tei[i>K dni] .... (4) in 'axna ;k 

!>n (5) nriBijn a3 ar iTdhd pro kdvi an no hnbi nnansn 

nana |K ny . . np^Bin n^t* jDntc nwyn mnn »b rnxriB^K p ni> 

5 See especially Poznanski, Haggoren, VI, 47, and Babylonische Geonim, 
106. 

6 A few illegible letters, probably forming the usual heading KDBO 

' = worn rr«M. 

f f z 
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px m DNtava^sn ^ai 33D3 nnnnssD .... (6) aNnafo i5n 

-ie>3 (7) n» p ^y in nsoK in rbbtt rrvx -iea p «|dv no J-iiJI 
uxnai 'ta53 "natoiN 5>to i^rn r6 pipn 3^3 rbs\ ip rfcta djok 
n^s dnin pn!>K p« T'ci'N [i]m !>3i»{>k i>r£« (8) Nim nrprra vn 

B*n (9) H»D i>KDN t«N1 "KrDW t> . . . 1 180333 T03 Tl[3 nt]j> 

•oanto^ . . . (n) . . . . n . . to sjnnDN *b nyo ^^3n , jk -non 

31 ycj" MP 03P3 T nV?K KB> JN l^n |D H3 ^ian^ ND3 

Hai refers to a previous letter from him to the Rosh 
Hasseder in reply to the latter's epistle. He recapitulates 
here its various contents. A certain Ibn Rushl of Fez did 
not write to the Gaon on a certain matter. The Exilarch 
mentioned, is very likely identical with Hezekiah who 
then occupied this dignity in Bagdad. Further, the case 
of a certain ruuy is referred to. But the chief item of 
interest, contained in Hai's former letter and alluded to in 
the present one, is the report of the demise of Dosa, 'the 
Gaon of Sura '. The present epistle was dispatched on 
behalf of a certain Ibn-al-Fadhl Joseph b. Bishr in Fustat 
whose brother, the elder Ibn-al-Hasan 'Ali b. Bishr, gave 
him power of attorney to collect a certain debt. The latter 
seems to have been a very influential man in Bagdad (1. 8), 
where the Gaon presided over the school that went by the 
name of Pumbedita (see JQR., N.S., VII, 467 ft".; VIII, 
348-9, and especially infra, p. 434 ft - .). It was to please 
him that Hai requested the Rosh Hasseder in Fustat (viz. 
Elhanan b. Shemarya) to lend his aid in settling the matter. 

8 rDJOIK !>N is evidently derived from the Aramaic KWllK ! For the 
latter see Talmudic Dictionaries. 

9 This gives no satisfactory meaning here. Read perhaps &T01B>, thanks. 
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Hai himself drew up the document of attorney which 
Ibn-al-Hasan sent to his brother (1. 7). 

Our epistle was written on the 14th of Shevat (1)329 
Sel. (= February 2nd, 10 18 C.E.). Shortly before (' in this 
time', 1. 1) the Gaon reported in a previous letter the death 
of Dosa. He must have therefore departed this life towards 
the end of 1017 C.E. Hai styles him 'Gaon of Sura', a title 
Dosa is mentioned by also in another fragment soon to be 
discussed. There can be no doubt that he actually presided 
over the Sura school. But what about Samuel b. Hofni ? 
To assume that there were then two rival Geonim of 
Sura would be quite unwarranted in the absence of posi- 
tive proofs. But the difficulty does not arise at all, if we 
accept the above date of Samuel's demise, viz. Ab 10 13 C.E. 
Thus his successor in the Gaonate for over four years was 
Sa'adya's son, Dosa. 

The latter must have been very young in 942 C.E. when 
his great father died. When the defunct school of Sura was 
re-opened after 987 Dosa, though a son of a former Gaon, 
had to make way for Samuel b. Hofni who was Ab of 
Pumbedita (see farther on, p. 420) ! It is hardly likely that 
this took place without friction. 10 But Samuel's superior 
scholarship demanded and obtained recognition. He seems 
to have also been older than Dosa (see note 10). However, 
Dosa, blessed in years, at last reached the goal of his life on 
the demise of Samuel in 10 13 C.E. 11 As will be seen from 

10 See the beginning of the letter referred to above (note 2), 



r\vp\\ rowi bvn uratt »a hem jai ic ;ai isrp fai nnn ma-na . . . 
wish omvm mdv na'wn ypn owai noana udd bru p«. 

Samuel seems to defend here his position as Gaon by reason of his age and 
scholarship. 

11 Dosa's responsa (enumerated by Poznafiski, Haggoren, VI, 47 ff , 119) 
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the Fihrist printed farther on (p. 423 ff.), Sa'adya had two 
sons, Sheerit Alluf and Dosa. The former is mentioned 
first and seems to have been the elder son. Moreover, when 
that Fihrist was composed, ' less than eleven years since the 
death' of Sa'adya, viz. in 953 C.E., Sheerit was already 
Alluf, while his brother Dosa, in the absence of any such 
title next to his name, seems to have not yet been advanced 
in his studies. It is altogether obscure when this Sheerit 
was gathered to his fathers, whether before Samuel b. 
Hofni became Gaon or afterwards. But it may be safely 
reasoned that had Sheerit lived in 1013, he would have 
had a claim to the Gaonate prior to his brother Dosa. 

When the latter died towards the end of 1017 c. E., 
Israel Hakkohen, the son of Samuel b. Hofni and Hai's 
brother-in-law, became president of the school. We have 
found him in Elul, 1004 C.E., collaborating in his father's 
correspondence. Indeed, he acted for some time (probably 
already, before 987 c. E.) as ' secretary of the school ' (see 
JQR., N. S. VIII, 364, and infra, p-439)- 12 Only a few 

no doubt date from the years 1013-17 c.e., when he stood at the head of the 
Sura school. 

18 Cp. also JQR., N. S., VIII, 7, top. I could not find the Memorial-List, 
referred to there, in MS. Adler 2594. For Tin read there 'JBrl. He is 
designated ' head ' of the school. But in reality he was only Ab (see infra, 
p. 420). Likewise in the fragment given farther on (p. 415) Samuel (b. Hofni) 
is called 'the son of a Gaon', more correctly 'the grandson' of "a Gaon 
(i. e. Kohen-Sedek). T.-S. 8 G 3, consisting of 11 paper leaves, contains 
on fol. i, recto, the following colophon : rODJ^N SWO^N KiTO r)^3Kp (1) 

3W13 (4) row trin nd nsjxD D 33 (3) rvhy y\rao ;toi (2) rrp*nj6n 

>3t>T\ 3K3^K INH |3 bttoW (5) 3*ai>N |KH SpSwi f^KBsfol JNOV^N 
rO'nota DNT (6) pnv JH3 J3. The colophon is signed by Netaneel Hallevi. 
Now Hofni is rightly called here Dayan al-Bab (N33T NJH = Ab Bet Din, 
see JQR., N. S., X, 339). On the other hand his son Samuel is also given 
the same title. It may be that he composed this work on the laws of pawns 
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Halakic decisions of this Gaon have so far been preserved. 
T.-S. H 1 1 1 (a vellum leaves, square writing, right-hand top 
corners missing, faded,size8§ x 6£ inches) forms the beginning 
of a work on the 'duty of prayer' which Israel composed at 
the request of Abraham b. Natan, better known as Ibrahim 
b. 'Ata, Nagid of Kairowan. A poem in his honour we 
edit farther on (pp. 430 ff.; see also y<2/?.,N.S.,IX,i63). Hai 
greatly eulogized this prominent leader of Kairowan Jewry, 
and his brother-in-law Israel, Gaon of Sura, likewise found 
him worthy of honour. We give here a few lines from this 
fragment. 

mi>[x^ am ifi awia] (2) "'orn i[»ko] (fol. 1, recto, 1. 1) 
jinj p [pw jron] (3) !?NiDtr u»ns p j[ito] pan btnw «pvn 
[raj D]m[as] (4) anno nosta jxni pta t&y 5>^?[i»M t]^ 
noDNa na3s (5) nanai> pnv nar ni^npn twn |na ai no ;a nhan 
its n&N i:y . . . (6) wavio toidid iwieNB "jina -ids mt6 

'131 14 s-idn n^)« TiKan tnnao W 

This work was divided into thirty chapters, as we read 

and pledges (also mentioned in the Fihrist of his works, JQR., XIV, 311, 
I. 3 of text, JKDi6N 3NrD) while he was still Ab of the school. But of 
which ? Hofni was Ab of the Pumbedita (Bagdad) academy. As presumably 
the defunct Sura school started on its new career only when our Samuel 
became its Gaon, one would be inclined to maintain that prior to this he too 
acted as Ab at the Pumbedita school ! If this be correct, we might obtain 
the date when he left it to take up his new position as president of Sura. 
We know that two years before Sherira wrote his Letter Hai became Ab ot 
Pumbedita, hence in 985 (see infra, p. 439). Accordingly we may reason 
that the vacancy, filled up by Hai, was due to Samuel's departure for Sura. 
However, in the absence of further data, too much reliance cannot be placed 
on this title of Dayan al-Bab in our colophon because the heading of the 
work (fol. 1, verso) reads }NDv£n 3K . . X 3ND3 (2) XJDm 1DE>3 (1) 
j» (fltO =) NJ bNIDty 1M11K IpbtWl il^NBai'K'l. There follow in the 
MS. the introduction as well as an index of the thirty-one chapters of 
the work. 
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on fol. i 1 ", bottom, xhxs jorb xhvs ann Manna M^xa npi 
m»dxi i?ipi?N [D nfonrv no ruo bva 5>a »a Miaii xi>xa prta riM^ni 
nDJKJ'i nnae* no n^x. There seems to be a gap between 
fols. 1 and 2. 

Sa'adya also composed a work on 'the duty of prayer', 
as already mentioned in the book-list published by Bacher 
{R£j., XXXIX, 200, no. 30), rmj» varh rrfybx, aui tvs «» 
(see Bacher, #«£, 206, no.7, and also the Fihrist, &V0-«, p. 425, 
1. 34). In another book-list (JQR., XIII, 55, no. 91) there 
is mentioned a nxW?K 2131 asm, 15 which may have been 
either Sa'adya's work or Israel's. 

Israel Hakkohen died at the end of October 1033 C. E. 
(above, p. 410), and his successor was 'Azaryah Hakkohen. 
To prove this we must go somewhat farther afield. We read 
in the Megil lat Ebyatar {JQR ., XIV, 460, 1. 6) of Joshiah 
the son of !?> nSa bw rn«B" wr\ pan inntjr wan who helped 
his cousin David b. Daniel to proclaim himself Nasi at 
Fustat (about 1080 c. E.). Now this 'Azaryah Hakkohen 
was hitherto taken to have been the head of the school in 
Fustat, having also bequeathed his office to his son Joshiah. 18 
That the latter ever held the dignity of Gaon is mentioned 
nowhere." As has been shown elsewhere, 17 " the Gaonate in 

15 Cp. also Poznanski, ibid., p, 300. Perhaps Israel's work is also meant in 
no. 14 of the same book-list, fl*t [supply ptU fojWM? '31 |3t6 HK^K 'TO. 
In this case, no. 91 would certainly be Sa'adya's work. 

16 See Bacher, JQR., XV, 86, note 6, and after him Poznanski, 
Babylonische Geonim, 99. 

17 Schechter (JQR., XIV, 459, note ia) refers to T.-S. 20. 104 in which 
JIM WN" 311 iD is mentioned, and which is dated (?)NSE>1 S]i>N H3B> 
at Fustat. For (?) KSCl no doubt read M)E>1, 1010 c. e. ! Here the 
Palestinian Gaon Joshiah is meant who flourished at this time (see JQR., 
N. S., IX, 411, and especially Mann, The Jews in Egypt and in Palestine under 
the Fatimid Caliphs, 1920, vol. I, 71 ff. 

17a In the last-mentioned work, pp. 190 f. 
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Egypt only began with David b. Daniel, in opposition to the 
Palestinian Academy. But his attempt failed when he was 
deposed in 1094 c. E. The first actual Gaon in the country 
of the Nile was Masliah Hakkohen (1127-38 c.E.), when the 
Palestinian academy was no longer in existence. 

But to return to our 'Azaryah Hakkohen. T.-S. 13. 109 
contains a document the end of which is given here. The 
date cannot be ascertained. 

pnn s|[dv i] ny\w> in 18 nj 6a -nnn }ru [ii in] paai 

m na 
bru -naa p pan lrwto am io pjai i[tv]^n "Va nox i id^cpi 

jron innry mil mo ftp 



^niob' p[n]yo»D3 pitt noTina pcnm h^dto ■vj&p ronpri ew 

n^c 'ana 
i\a [nan wettf;] -iry^N ia nox Tobon na* p spr nyi^ p |na 

innry 
prrcwDa. pj's ym p^K nntJ> it roonrn soonp vurptnoi pw 

tiwd"Pi vnncK 
.... [mr]y Ta apy pte we* e>sn wtMn i^n nma 

iiaxin rvaxin ia ij p-nruDa nann mirr 

Accordingly this document was signed by five witnesses 
and was afterwards verified by the well-known Daniel b. 
'Azaryah, Nasi and Gaon at Jerusalem, and also by the 
Haber Yehuda b. Huspit. Of the witnesses mentioned, the 
Reader Joseph b. Yefet (the teacher) is known from a letter 
which the community of Jerusalem sent to Ephraim b. 
Shemarya of Fustat {JQR., XIX, 108, 11. 13-14). Joseph is 
referred to therein as the representative of the congregation 
having gone to Egypt to collect donations on their behalf. 
Semah b. El'azar signs a bill of divorce together with the 
13 = rhm ;mruDa. 
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Nasi-Gaon Daniel b. 'Azaryah, dated Tishri 1369 Sel. 
(= 1057 c. E.) at Jerusalem. 19 

Of chief interest for our purpose here is the signatory 
Joseph Hakkohen b. 'Azaryah Hakkohen, Gaon of Sura. 
He is no doubt identical with the person mentioned in the 
Megillat Ebyatar. The document was very likely drawn 
up in Palestine (either Jerusalem or Ramlah). Joshiah 
probably emigrated from Babylon to the Holy Land 
together with his uncle Daniel b. 'Azaryah. 20 As has been 
shown elsewhere, 20 * Daniel was already in Jerusalem in the 
summer of 1051 C.E., when the well-known Gaon Solomon 
b. Yehuda died, and could thus succeed to the dignity 
without delay. Joshiah probably stayed there for some 
time. But subsequently, very likely after the demise of 
his uncle Daniel in 1062 C.E., he settled in Fustat, where as 
son of a former Gaon of Sura and nephew of the Nasi-Gaon 
of Palestine he must have been much respected. Later on 
he introduced his cousin Daniel to the notabilities of Fustat- 
Cairo and assisted him to obtain recognition as Nasi. 

From the time of activity of Joshiah Hakkohen, both in 
Palestine and in Egypt, it can be inferred that his father 
'Azaryah Hakkohen flourished in Sura in the second quarter 
of the eleventh century. This would very well fit in with 
the chronology of the Sura Geonim at the point we have so 
far reached. Israel Hakkohen died in October 1033 C.E., 
and the next Gaon to succeed him was none other than 
our 'Azaryah Hakkohen. The fact of both having been 
of priestly descent at once suggests that 'Azaryah was 

19 See the document in Blau, Judische Ehescheidung, II, 102-3. 

20 Joshiah is stated in the Megillat Ebyatar (/. c.) to have been ' the son 
of his (i. e. David b. Daniel's) aunt '. Accordingly Daniel b. 'Azaryah and 
'Azaryah Hakkohen must have been brothers-in-law. 

!0a Mann,/, c, pp. I78ff. 
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Israel's son. As will be shown forthwith, 'Azaryah occupied 
the Gaonate for a few years only, and departed this life 
before Hai (1038). So far nothing whatever is known of 
'Azaryah 's literary activity. 

There is one more Genizah fragment to be discussed in 
this connexion. As peculiar chance willed it, only one 
half of it has been preserved, thef other having been torn 
off across its whole length. Had it been complete, we 
should have had a full chronological list of the last Sura 
Geonim, which to re-establish we have succeeded only after 
a laborious combination of scattered data. Yet even in its 
present state, the fragment yields several points of interest. 
T.-S. 6 K 2 2 (paper, square writing) contains on verso 
liturgical poems. On recto we have the following list : 

. . 5>tnB» W1D 033 131 

[t^]i pw p i^i 3it3i rwea nru 
. nit? b)ba2 pto "sn njid 21 <airn 
[£]h 3N "aan irsiiNi iTb>m nrui 
. [prfjsr id p nox »i rwa: nru 5 
. [»]ibto fa pto NT1B» 21 IDl 

"[3]«3 HD .13E>3 33 folDP W1D1 
[WDJt? ^S»3 5>mSjS3 10 p 5)DN 1C1 

. . []]iy inu n«Dno pto ndii ioi 

DV3 $>tODP ID p J1XJ 5>tnB» 1 ID 'Sin 10 

. M tu[io] p nnrv ['i]o"i rwaa nrui 
[>n3]e> ^yo3 pn Wn t!wk 

21 "Jin 'died', V, Pass, of 'SI. 

22 This reading is in accordance with the date in the passage cited above, 
p. 410. 

28 The last two letters are very faded. Hence the reading is uncertain. 
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, . . am |txj ^n wnoi ww nrm 

. [pssrfhD 2, n[T3] iTono pxa pny 61 

. [n]je> ai'xyi'N npte p -pi paw 

. . .rut? p-iniw vd? in pasn 

. . iimo jo nvDNn^N rooto vn 

. . mrno p nyDKni'N roota \m 

. . ro^r vn 20 



This list was found in the handwriting of a certain Israel 
who probably was its author. The latter clearly was a 
member of the Pumbedita (Bagdad) school. Hence he 
designates the dignitaries of this academy as pH 'ours'. 
We have obviously before us a chronologically arranged 
list of the dates of demise of the scholars enumerated 
therein. The first scholar mentioned is Tob (1. 2), most 
likely identical with Tob rbuhw nw 3K (i.e. Pumbedita- 
Bagdad), the son of the Gaon Semah b. Paltoi and grand- 
father of the writer of the interesting epistle, dated Nisan 
(1)264 Sel. (=953 C.E., printed in JQR., XVIII, 402, 1. 1). 
Probably in our list read pn 5S 31BT, i.e. Tob, Ab of 
' our ' (school), the son of the Gaon of ' our ' (school), 
viz. Semah b. Paltoi (872-90 c. E.). Hai Gaon, men- 
tioned next (1. 3), is no doubt identical with Hai b. 
David, the next Gaon of Pumbedita (the first to reside in 
Bagdad, 890-8 c.E., see infra, p. 435). Then we have 
Hofni (Samuel's father), Ab of ' our ' (school, 25 1. 4). Semah 
b. Isaac (1. 5) is unknown to me. Sherira Gaon (1. 6) died 

2i One could also read n [DV3]. But there is no dot on the n, unlike 
1. 6. Therefore the reading rt[T3] appeared to me more justified. 

25 Already Ginzberg (Geomca, I, 7, note) surmised, though hesitatingly, 
that Hofni was Ab of Pumbedita. 
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on the 8th of Tishri. The passage referred to above (p. 410) 

indeed gives the date of his demise as Tishri (1)317 Sel. 

But the year 1005 C. e. is uncertain. It is more likely 

that Sherira departed this life a few years earlier at the 

close of the tenth century. Samuel b. Hofni (1. 7) died 

on Monday, Ab 35th, 1013 C.E., if we combine our list with 

MS. Damascus cited above(p.4io). According to the Tables 

in Mahler's Handbuch der jiidischen Ckronologie, Ab 1st, 

1013, fell on a Saturday, hence the 25th was on a Tuesday 

and not on a Monday. This discrepancy of one day reveals 

a miscalculation in the above Tables. Asaf b. Besalel (1. 8) 

died on Friday. He is no doubt identical with the Rosh 

Hasseder of the Pumbedita-Bagdad school mentioned in 

a letter dated 1021 (see infra, p. 436). Next comes Dosa, 

Gaon of Sura (1. 9). Israel (Hakkohen) Gaon b. Samuel 

(b. Hofni) is mentioned next (1. 10). Whereas our list says 

he died ' in the day ' . . . , MS. Damascus (above p. 410) states 

explicitly that his demise took place on the eve of the 5th 

of Kislev. But this discrepancy is really small. Azaryah 

(1. 11) is no doubt identical with Azaryah Hakkohen, Gaon 

of Sura. The ' death-roll ' is interrupted by the mention 

of the birth of a certain Hillel, a member of 'our' (school, 

1. 12). Next we hear of the demise of the famous Hai 

Gaon. According to Ibn Daud (/. c, 66, 1. 4 from bottom) 

this happened on the seventh day of Passover (31D DV 3"ijn 

nDS 7B> jnriN). Finally comes the date of death of Isaac, 

Gaon of Sura (1. 14). He seems to have been the last 

Gaon of this academy. How long he survived Hai is 

unknown. Thus the close of the Babylonian Gaonate and 

the causes that necessitated it are shrouded in obscurity. 

The Pumbedita-Bagdad school is stated by Ibn Daud to 

have existed for two years after Hai's death in 1038 under 
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the presidency of the Exilarch Hezekiah. But against this 
a contemporary note tells us that, after Hai, no 'head of the 
school was appointed in Babylon' (^333, i.e. Bagdad! see 
infra, p. 434). 26 But no reason is given for closing this 
ancient seat of learning. Assuming that Isaac presided 
over the Sura school till he was gathered to his fathers, we 
obtain the surprising result that Sura existed, though only 
for a few years, longer than Pumbedita-Bagdad ! Why 
again the Sura academy became defunct on his death, 
and this time finally, is again altogether unknown. We 
can only hope for further Genizah discoveries to shed 
new and unexpected light on the deep darkness that covers 
this chapter of Jewish history. 

26 See especially on these conflicting reports, Poznanski, Babylonische 
Geonini, l ft". 



